
MITCHELL M. WILLOUGHBY

JOHN M.S. HOEFER

ELIZABETH ZECK*

RANDOLPH R. LOWELL

K. CHAD BURGESS

NOAH M. HICKS [1"*

M. MCMULLEN TAYLOR

BENJAMIN P. MUSTIAN

*ALSO ADMITTED IN TX

**ALSO ADMITTED IN VA

WILLOUGHBY & HOEFER, P.A.
ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW

930 RICHLAND STREET

P,O. BOX 8416

COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29202-8416

July 24, 2006

AREA CODE 803

TELEPHONE 252-3300

TELECOPIER 256-8062

VIA HAND DELIVERY

The Honorable Charles L.A. Terreni

Chief Clerk/Administrator

Public Service Commission of South Carolina
101 Executive Center Drive

Columbia, South Carolina 29210

RE:

/ )

. 2

Application of Carolina Water Service, Inc. for adjustment of rates and chgr_ges ............
for the provision of water and sewer service; Docket 2006-92-WS L.J

Dear Mr. Terreni:

I am writing to you in your capacity of hearing officer in the above-captioned matter.

The purpose of this letter is to respond to the July 17, 2006 letter of C. Dukes Scott, Executive

Director of the Office of Regulatory Staff ("ORS"), submitting to the Commission a July 11,

2006 letter signed by three members of the Lexington County Legislative Delegation requesting

that the merits hearing be rescheduled to commence on the evening of September 7, 2006. For

the reasons stated below, Carolina Water Service, Inc. ("CWS") respectfully objects to this
request.

Initially, I would note that the July 11 letter is not signed by or on behalf of any party of

record. Accordingly, there is nothing properly before the Commission that it may act upon.

Further, and is acknowledged in the July 11 letter, there have already been three (3)

public hearings noticed and held by the Commission in this docket in Lexington County during

evening hours. As you know, the purpose of these three night hearings was to permit customers

an opportunity to present their comments on the pending application without having to travel to
the Commission's offices during customers' working hours. Thus, CWS's customers in

Lexington County have had more than ample opportunity to make their views known to the
Commission at a convenient time and place.

'While CWS certainly appreciates the desire of legislators to address constituent concerns, action on the request in
the July 11 letter by the Commission arguably implicate S.C. Const. art. I, {}8.
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Moreover,becausethey arenot intervenorsin this case,customerscannotparticipatein
the hearingaspartiesof recordandthuscannotbe inconveniencedif the hearingcommencesat
the currentlyscheduled10:30a.m.time. Conversely,re-schedulingthe hearingin the evening,
after normal businesshours will work an inconvenienceto the partiesof record.Becausethe
Commissionis requiredto conducthearingsin sucha mannerasto protectthe rightsof parties
(seeS.C.CodeAnn. §58-3-225(A),nobasisis statedin theJuly 11 letter to conducta hearingat
atimewhich is inconvenientto theparties.

Additionally, I would note that the hearingin this matter is scheduledfor two days.
Assuming that the hearing were rescheduledto commenceon the eveningof September7,
customersunableto attendduringday time hourswouldonly be ableto attendtheportionof the
hearingconductedat night on September7. If the first part of thehearingis scheduledat night
on the 7 th, the Commission could be required to extend the hearing into a third day if it could not

be completed on September 8. This would not serve administrative economy.

In conclusion, CWS respectfully requests that the Commission take no action in regard to

this matter or, alternatively, deny the request contained in the July 11 letter for the reasons noted

above. If you have any questions, or need additional information, please do not hesitate to

contact me. With best regards, I am

Respectfully

WILLOUGHBY & HOEFER, P.A.

JMSH/amw

cc: Shannon Bowyer Hudson, Esquire

Co Lessie Hammonds, Esquire


